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soldiery heard the reports of Nadir's death, their consternation was so
extreme that their ability to resist was much lessened.1
While it has never been suggested that the Emperor2 or any of his
leading nobles was in any degree responsible for instigating or fomenting
this attack, none of them took any steps to restrain the mob once the trouble
had begun ; moreover, some Indian notables, on hearing the rumour
that Nadir had been murdered, slaughtered the Persian guards whom he,
at their express request, had sent to protect their households*3
The estimates of the numbers of the Persians who lost their lives on
this occasion vary from merely a few hundred to as much as 7,ooo4 ;
it seems probable that some 3,000 actually perished.5
During the disturbance, some Indian nobles, of whom the most pro-
minent were Sayyid Niyaz Khan, a son-in-law of Qamaru'd-Din Khan,
and Shah Nawaz Khan, having collected together some 500 men, raided
the royal elephant stables, killed the superintendent and removed the
elephants. They then left the city and took possession of a fort situated
just outside it.6
When the first report of the disturbance reached Nadir, he refused
to believe it, and angrily exclaimed that some of his soldiers had falsely
accused the inhabitants of stirring up trouble, so as to provide themselves
with an excuse to pillage the city,7 He then ordered one of his yasauh
to go and ascertain the true state of affairs and then report to him. This
man, on emerging from the fort, was killed almost immediately by the
mob, and a second yasaul, whom Nadir sent after him, suffered the same
fate. Realising then that the trouble was of a serious nature, Nadir
dispatched a body of 1,000 jazayirchis to quell the rioters, but, owing
1 Bayan, foL 22 {b).
1 Mirza Mahdi expressly exonerates Muhammad Shah (T.N., p. 205). It is also to be noted
that no one has ever alleged that Nadir or his men deliberately provoked the disturbance
in order to provide themselves 'with an excuse for sacking the city (in this connection,
see the Bayan, fol. 22 (b)).
»Shaikh Hazin, p. 299;  Fraser (quoting from Mirza Zaman's Journal), p, 182;   Ashub, VoL II,
P- 333-
4The estimates given by the principal authorities are as follows:
Mirza Zaman (Fraser, p, 185)   .,	.	400
500
700
Surat representatives of E.LCo.
Siyar, p. 475
Sayan, fol. 22 (b)
Rustam 'Ali, fol. 287 (b)	,.	\         .,_
De Voulton, op. cit., p. 238)     ..	/         5'OTO
P&re Saignes (Lettres Edifiantes, Vol. IV, p, 253)     ..         5,000 to 6,000
Shaikh Hazin, p. 299      	         7,000
The estimate of the Surat representatives of the East India Company is taken from the
Bombay Government Consultations for the 3rd April, 1739, In the eatry on that date it
is also said that the trouble was due to " a party of the late Mughal's forces having raised
a quarrel in Delhi on account of some religious debate/*
* I follow Sir J. Sarkar, who accepts 'Abdu'l Karim's figure of 3,000 as the most probable one.
4 T.N., p. 206.
7 Bayan, foL 22 (b).

